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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Detailed Office Action 



1. This action is in response to the amendment filed on November 16, 2004. 



2. Claims 1-23 are pending. 




Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 1-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Beelitz et 
al., (hereinafter Beelitz) U.S. Patent No. 6,182,275 in view of Barr et al., (hereinafter 
Barr) U.S. Patent No. 6,189,100. 



5. As to claim 1, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, a method of selecting an 
operating system at a target device in communication with a server, comprising: initiating a 
network bootstrap program at the target device (col. 14, lines 66 to col. 15, line 5); sending a 
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bootstrap list command from the target device to the server (col. 14, Hne 66 to col. 15, line?); 
receiving an operating systems list of at least one operating system prior to executing an 
operating system at the target device (col. 15, Unes 1-7); and selecting a target operating 
system from the operating systems list (col. 15, Unes 5-12, and col. 16, lines 30-40). But 
Beelitz does not explicitly teach the target device is to be remotely booted by the server. 
However, Barr teaches the target device is to be remotely booted by the server (see col.2, 
lines 40-57). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to implement the Barr's into the computer system of Beelitz to because 
it would have to provided an efficient system that lets a client and server to exchange a 
shared encryption key using the secure remote boot process. 

6. As to claim 2, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, fijrther comprising: receiving 
instructions for the target operating system (col. 14, lines 57-65). 

7. As to claim 3, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, fiirther comprising: 
requesting the instructions for the target operating system from the server (col. 14, lines 65- 
67). 

8. As to claim 4, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: booting 
the target operating system based on the instructions (col. 14, lines 60-65). 



9. 



As to claim 5, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the operating 
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systems list includes a default operating system (col.7, lines 49-54). 

10. As to claim 6, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: relocating 
the network bootstrap program after the target operating system is selected (col. 8, lines 40- 
45). 

11. As to claim 7, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the target operating 
system is determined from a configuration file of the target device (col. 18, lines 60-65, and 
lines 5-10). 

12. As to claim 8, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the target operating 
system is selected by a user of the target device (see col.7, lines 35-54, and col. 15, lines 5- 
12). 

13. As to claim 9, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: 
determining from a user profile, at least one-available operating system; and including the 
user-available operating system with the operating systems list (col.7, Unes 35-56). 

14. As to claim 10, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, fiirther comprising: 
determining from a target device profile, at least one device-available operating system; and 
including the device-available operating system with the operating systems Ust (col.7, lines 
49-56), 
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15. As to claim 1 1, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, including a computer 
program product in a computer usable medium for selecting an operating system at a target 
device, comprising: means for initiating network bootstrap program code at the target device 
(col. 14, lines 66 to col. 15, line 5); means for receiving a command requesting an operating 
systems list of at least one operating system (col. 14, line 66 to col. 15, line?); means for 
sending the operating systems list to the target device before an operating system is executed 
at the target device (col. 15, lines 1-7); and means for receiving a selection of a target 
operating system from the operating systems Ust (col. 15, lines 5-12, and col. 16, lines 30-40). 
But Beelitz does not explicitly teach the target device is to be remotely booted by the server. 
However, Barr teaches the target device is to be remotely booted by the server (see col.2, 
lines 40-57). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to implement the Barr's into the computer system of Beelitz to because 
it would have to provided an efficient system that lets a client and server to exchange a 
shared encryption key using the secure remote boot process. 

16. As to claim 12, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: means 
for sending the target operating system to the target device (col. 7, lines 35-40). 

17. As to claim 13, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: means 
for determining a default operating system (col. 17, lines 10-19). 
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18. As to claim 14, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: means 
for relocating the network bootstrap program code after the target operating system is 
selected (col. 8, lines 40-45). 

19. As to claim 15, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: means 
for determining the target operating system from a configuration file of the target device 
(col, 18, lines 5-10, and lines 60-67), 

20. As to claim 16, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: means 
for receiving the selection of the target operating system from a user of the target device 
(coll 5, lines 5-12). 

21 . As to claim 17, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: means 
for determining at least one operating system available to the user (col. 7, lines 35-56). 

As to claim 18, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, including a network data processing 
system comprising: means for initiating a network bootstrap program at a target device 
(col. 14, lines 66 to col 15, line 5); means for sending a command requesting an operating 
systems list of at least one operating system (col. 14, line 66 to col. 15, line7); means for 
receiving the operating systems list prior to executing an operating system at the target 
device (col. 1 5, lines 1-7); and means for selecting a target operating system from the 
operating systems list at the target device (col.l5, lines 5-12, and col. 16, hnes 30-40). 
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But Beelitz does not explicitly teach the target device is to be remotely booted by the server. 
However, Barr teaches the target device is to be remotely booted by the server (see col. 2, 
lines 40-57). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to implement the Barr's into the computer system of Beelitz to because 
it would have to provided an efficient system that lets a client and server to exchange a 
shared encryption key using the secure remote boot process, 

22. As to claim 19, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: means 
for receiving the target operating system at the target device (col. 15, lines 2-7). 

23. As to claim 20, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: means 
for executing the target operating system at the target device (col. 5, lines 37-42). 

24. As to claim 21, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: means 
for relocating the network bootstrap program after the target operating system is selected 
(col.8, lines 40-45). 

25. As to claim 22, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: means 
for determining the target operating system from a configuration file of the target device 
(col. 18, lines 5-10, and lines 60-67). 



26. 



As to claim 23, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: means 
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for determining the target operating system from input of a user of the target device (col. 2, 
lines 9-17). 

Conclusion 



27. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time poUcy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until afl:er 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

28. Any inquiries concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Tammy T, Nguyen who may be reached via telephone at 
(571) 272-3929. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday between 8:00 
a.m. and 5:30 p.m. eastern standard time. 

If you need to send the Examiner, a facsimile transmission regarding this 
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instant application, please send it to (571) 272-8300. If attempts to reach the examiner by 
telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's Supervisor, David Wiley, may be reached at (7571) 
272-3923. 



TTN 

February 11, 2006 



